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1. Protest is dismissed for failure to set
Eorth a detailed statement of the legal ana
factual grounds of protest where the pro-
tester merely says that it submitted the
best proposal and that the agency's evalua-
tion was not fair and equitable, but pro-
vides no supporting details.

2. In light of the requirement of the
Competition in Contracting Act of 1984 that
an agency suspend performance of a contract
if it receives notice of a protest within 10
days of the date of the contract award, GAO
recommends that the Federal Acquisition
Regulation be revised tOo requlre agencies to
schedule post-award debriefings of unsuc-
cesstul ofterors as soon atter award as
possible, so that if basis for protest
exists, it can be learned 1n time to permit
protester to have the benefit of suspension
ot pertormance regulirenent.

GTT Industries, Inc. protests the awara of a contract
to Harris Corporation under request for proposals (RFP)
NO. N65335-85-R~0814, issued by the Naval Air Engineerinyg
Center, Lakehurst, New Jersey., The protester says it
believes that its proposal was the best submitted but that
the agency's evaluation of its proposal was not fair and
equitable. The protester also requests a aebriefing. We
dismiss the protest because the protester has provided no
details in support of its allegations.

Our Bid Protest Reygyulations reguire that a protest
set forth a detailed statement of the legal and factual
grounds of protest ana include copies of relevant docu-
ments, 4 C.F.R. § 21.1(c)(4) (1985); the regulations
provide for dismissal of any protest that fails to comply
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with this requirement. Id. § 21.1(f). The regulations
contemplate a statement sufficient to apprise the agency
of the specitic aspects of tne procurement to which the
protester objects, Marine Logistics Corp., B-218150,

May 30, 1985, 85-1 CPD § 614, rather than merely a general
expression of dissatisfaction over not receiving an award.
See, e.g., Alliea Benaix Aerospace, B-21886%9.2, June 6,
1985, 85=-1 CPD § 651 (unexplained objection to award being
made to any other firm). 1In this case, we find the pro-
tester's contentions that its proposal was the best and
that the agency's evaluation was not fair do not meet this
standard.

In dismissing this protest for lack of a detailed
statemwent of the grounds for the protest, we realize that
the protester apparently has not yet had the benefit of a
debrlietfing at which it presumably woula learn the specific
reasons why 1ts proposal was not selected for award. 1In
this connection, the Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR)
requires the contracting agency (not this Office) to
debrief unsuccessful offerors concerning the basis for the
selection decision. 48 C.F.R. § 15.1003(a) (1984). Under
the FAR, scheduling of the debriefing is for the agency to
determine in its discretion. If, as a result of any
debrieting that may be held in this case, the protester
learns of details that establish a valid basis for a pro-
test, 1t woula be free to file a protest here setting forth
a detailed statement of its protest grounds, provided, of
course, that it does so within 10 working days of when it
knows of the basis for the protest. See University of the
District of Columbia, B-213747, Sept. 24, 1984, 84-2 CPUL
Y 330.

The circumstances of this case, however, illustrate a
potential problem that coula result frou the combination
of the requirement that a properly filed protest contain
specific allegations and the discretion vestea in the con-
tracting agencies under the current FAR concerning the
scheauling of depbriefings. Since the Competition in
Contracting Act of 1984, 31 U.S.C.A., § 3553(a)(1) (Wwest
Supp. 1985), requires an aygyency to suspend performance ot a
contract only when it receives notice of a protest within
10 days of the aate of the contract award, tne effective-
ness of this stay provision could be diminished considera-
bly 1f agencies routinely schedule debriefings more than
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10 days after award. We therefore are recommenaing to the
FAR Secretariat that it consider amending the regulations
to require agencies to schedule debriefings as soon as
possible upon request so that offerors will be able to
obtain the benefit of the stay provision,

The protest is dismissed.
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